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The twentie and two dale of the same monethe were arreigned at
Westminster: the Lorde Wyllyam Hawarde and his wife, whiche
lorde Wyllyam was Vncle to the Quene; Katheryne Tilney, whiche
was of counsaill of her hauing to dooe with Diram [Dereham];
Elizabeth Tilney; . . . and seruauntes to the olde Duches of Norf-
folke ... all indited of misprision for counsailyng the euill de-
meanor of the Quene, to the slaunder of the Kyng and his suc-
cession: all thei confessed it and had Judgement to perpetuall
prison, and to lose their goodes, and the promte of their lades
duryng their lifes: howbeit shortely after, diuerse of them wer
deliuered by the kynges Pardon.29
An act attainting Queen Catherine Howard was passed by
Parliament and received the royal assent by commission on n
February, 1542. On the tenth, Catherine had been removed to
the Tower, and three days later she was executed on Tower
Green, where her cousin Anne Boleyn, accused of similar
crimes, had lost her head.
Although other Howards lost lands and freedom because of
the attainder of Queen Catherine Howard, her downfall was
only a slight impediment to the Duke of Norfolk and his son.
Marillac wrote to Francis I, 7 December, 1541:
L'on a prins garde, Sire, a une aultre close assez estrange, c'est que
le due de Norfolk non seullement s'est trove an jugement de ce
qui concerne le deshonneur de son sang, mais aussi la pluspart du
temps, examinant ces prisonniers, ne se gardoit de rire comme s'il
eust eu cause de s'en resjouyr. Son filz le conte de Sure pareillement
y assistoit et les freres de ladite dame royne et de Colpepre se
promenoient a cheval par la ville. Telle est la coustume de ce pays,
Sire, qu'il convient ceulx de mesme sang se mainctenir ainsi et
faire force a nature pour dormer a congnoistre qu'ilz ne particip-
pent aux delictz de leurs parens et d'aultant plus son fidelles au
roy leur souverain.30
Additional evidence that Henry VHI did not remove his favor
from Norfolk and his son are two grants to Surrey. In Decem-
ber, 1541, Surrey was granted "in tail, of the late college or
29 ttid. The Dowager Duchess of Norfolk and her daughters lost their lands and
were sent into perpetual seclusion in the country. Lord Wflliam Howard was sent
to the Tower, from which lie was released before the end of the year.
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